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BOTH HAPPY AND UNHAPPY

It was on the 18th instant that I expressed the follow-
ing hope in Harijan:

"If my argument has gone home, is it not time for us to declare
our changeless faith in non-violence of the strong and say we do
not seek to defend our liberty with the force of arms but we will
defend it with the force of non-violence?"

On the 21st the Working Committee felt unable to
enforce such faith in action when the time for it came. For
the Committee never before had an occasion to test their
faith. At the last meeting they had to lay down a course
of action for meeting impending anarchy within and danger
of aggression Scorn without.

I pleaded hard with the Committee: "If you have
faith in non-violence of the strong, now is the time to act
up to it. It does not matter that many parties do not believe
in non-violence whether of the strong or of the weak.
Probably that is all the greater reason for Congressmen to
meet the emergency by non-violent action. For if all were
non-violent, there could be no anarchy and there would be
no question of anybody arming for meeting aggression from
without. It is because Congressmen represent a party of
non-violence, in the midst of parties who do not believe
in it, that it becomes imperative for Congressmen to show
that they are well able to act up to their faith."

But the members of the Working Committee felt that
Congressmen would not be able to act up to it. It would
be a new experience for them. They were never before
called upon to deal with such a crisis. The attempt made by
me to form peace brigades to deal with communal riots
and the like had wholly failed. Therefore they could not
hope for the action contemplated.

My position was different. With the Congress non-
violence was always a policy. It was open to it to reject it
if it failed. If it could not bring political and economic
independence, it was of no use. For me non-violence is a
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